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power in the hands of the common people. In this he
was far less equivocal than Rousseau, who sometimes
contradicts himself and shows strong leanings towards
the middle class—"those between the rich and the poor,
who constitute the soundest part of the republic, the
only part upon which one can rely to have no other
object in view except the well-being of the com-
munity".
Robespierre's penchant was towards the masses—
the poor. His stubborn belief in the inherent goodness,
sense of justice, righteousness of the common people
seems extravagant, but it should be kept in mind that
he was the leader in a class struggle, which was drawing
towards a crisis. Such a leader must—as must the leader
in a struggle between nations—forgo impartiality. He
dare not measure too painstakingly, weigh and con-
sider too delicately, lest he lose some of the conviction
and self-assurance necessary for victory. Shibboleths
such as: "My country, right or wrong!" or "The com-
mon people, right or wrong!" may not satisfy the
finest thinking, but, as Wells has pointedly remarked:
"Fine thinking, in the rough issues of life, is weak
thinking". A rough approximation of truth, rather
than truth itself, must satisfy the popular leader.
Robespierre did not claim that the people were
always right. In his famous debate with Brissot he
quoted Rousseau's: "The people always want the right,
but do not always see it", and told his opponent that
the best way to show one's respect for the people was
not to flatter them, but to make them conscious of their
shortcomings, while at the same time never ceasing to
defend them. "Do you suppose that the applause of a
few sans-culottes could make me lose my head to the
extent that I would betray the cause of liberty and
equality?" he wrote to P6tion, after the break between
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